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BEFORE THT DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCTS
| DEPARTMEYT OF PURLIC WORKS
STATE OF CALIFORY
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In the matter of Application 6413 of Antonio Saralegsul
to appropriate from Long Valley Creek, tritutary to
Honey Leke in Lassen County, for Irrigastion and
Domestic Purposes.
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DECISION A. 6413 D-29."

Decided 44451-/‘3 7« 730
| ' 00o |
APPEARANCES AT HEARING EELD AT SUSANVILLE, CALIFORYIA, JUNE 24, 1931.

For Avplicant _ :
Antonio Saralegui _ William M. Eearney

l'or Protestants
T ¢. C. Bowland
¥arietta Hall
 Phiilip Eall and
Galeppl Erothers. _ . J. Zarry

C. W. McQueen

E. Y. Garnier

Oscar Lanhanm

J. C. MeQueen and : _ -
¥red Osburn _ J. A. Pardee

EXAMINER; Gordon Zander, Hydraulic Engineer, Division of Water Resources,
Department o:E Public Works, State of Califomia..
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GENFRAL FEATURES OF TET APPLICATION

Applicatlion €413 was filed by Antonio Sarslegui on August 19 1829,
_It propoaes tha anuropriation of €00 acre feet per annun to be collected be-

tween January lst and December lst of ea.ch season for irrigation and domestie




purposes on 166,71 acres of lend, diversion to be from Long Valley Cresk with-
in the SWi of the ¥Ef of Section 16, T 23 N, R 17 B, M.D.B. & M. The applica-
~ tion wes protested by C. C. _ﬁowlaﬁd, “arietta Hall, Galeppi Brothers, C. W.
..HcQue'én,.J. C. ¥cQueen, E. M. Garnler, Oscar Lanhem, Fred Osburn and Mepuel
Mer. | |
C. C. Rowland, Calepvi Erothers and Marietta Hall claim prior appro—
priative ;ights and use, and riparian rights.

C. W. McQueen, J. C. Ve Garnier snd Oscar lanham claim

prior appropz_'ia.ti?e rights.

Fred Osburn and Mamuel Garnier clalm prior appropriative rigzhts

under Application 202, Permit 1235, License 324.
| All prqtestazits allege in effect that the approval of this applica-

tion will deprive them of water to which they are lawfully entitled.

BEARING FFLD IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTIOH la
OF TH® WATHR COMYISSICH ACT

Appiication €413 was coupleted in accordance with the Water Commis-
sion Act and the requirements of the Rnles and Regulations of ‘the Division
of Water.Resources and belng protested was set for a public hearing in'&c-

_ cordance with Section la of the Water Commission Act on June 24, 1931, at
Susanville, California. Of this hearing, applicant and protestants were
Guly notified. | |

RISCUSSION
Long Valley Creeir is an intermittent stream, flowing in the winter

and spring, and going almost dry in the summer and early fall, during periods
of large runoff wasting into Eonmey Lake. This Creek has beeﬁ discussed and

'hvestigated for many years as a possible water supply for various projects .
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in the Nomey Lake RBegion. Nr. L. H. Taylor and Mr. C. B. Grunsky reporting

to the Honey Lele Valley land and Water Compeny in August 1891, Mr. C. E.
Grunsky reportinz to the Long Valley Creek Irrigation District, August 31,
1917, Mr. W. L. Wales reporting to the Southern Lassen Irrigetion District
in 1915 and 1917 and Reviews of the Wales Reports by ¥Mr. S. T. Earding. The
conclusiong In the varlous reports are msed largely on studiee of precipita-
tion records and the estimated runoff therefrom, the only pefiods of actual
measurements being December 1896 to June 1891 a.nd October 1916 to Septembsr
1917.

o The meagurements in 1890 and 1891 were made by Mr. L. H Taylor about
thréé miles downstrean from Doyle. DIue to 'uncerfa.inty as to that portion of
the measured runoff derived from Red Rock Creek, Dry Creek and that portion of
Long Valley Creek draina.ge_a.rea l;}ing below gapplicant!s proposed diversion, |
these measurements are of little value iﬁ determining what the actual runoff

at applicant's proposed diversion was during this period. They do, however,

‘ghow what may be expected during a season of runoff slightly atove normal,

this season having been about 103 per cent of normal. The discharge fr;m Lcng.
valley Creek during this §eriod was over 56,000 acre fest downstream from pro-
testants C. C. Rowlend, Geleppl Brothers and Marietta Hall, all of whom set
uwp a claim to water based on use since 1885 and that protestants J C. HcQueen
and Pred Osburn, during & like period Would have available 56,000 acre feet
of water for use apon 545 acres of lapnd if their diversion works were of suf.
ficient capecity to take this quentity of water under contfol. |

The meaguremente in 1916 and 1917 were made by . L. Wales at

Flvmas Junction which is about four miles'upstream froum applicantits propoa'sé;

diversion and cover an ertire season. These measurements show a seasonal .
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ranoff of 17,700 acre feet, a maximum discharge of 427 c.f.s. and a i nd -
of 2 ¢.f.s., the large discharcse beginning January 22, and ending March 1,
and againlif{a.rch 27 to 30. The major portion of the precipitation fro: whieh
‘this runoff is derived is snow, December and January ranging in temperature
from 20-degrees_below zero to 40 &egrees abeve zero, the thaw usﬁa.lly ta:king
piaée the latter part of January. '

From testimony presented at the hearing it appears that the praé—
tice of the irrigators diverting water from this cre'ek ig to etart irrigation
usually in Pebruary and continue as late into the summer as watex; iz available,
£looding their fields in the early spring and at times co.vering their fields
with ice, claiming thié to 'bé' & needful and beneficial practice as sufficlent
-water is not available later in the season for irrigation.

| The fact was clearly established through protestants testimony that
it. is necessary to rebuild theif diversion works every year due to their de-
struction by high stages of thé creekX. This fact alone would seem to 1hdicé.te
that there is uné.ppropriated water in Long Valley Creek.

The records of this offics indicate the seaszon of 1916-_1917 to be.
about 90% of mormel snd Mr. S. T. Harding, after carefully reviewing the re-
ports of Taylor, Gfunsk‘y and Wales concludes that during' a normal year Long _
VYalley Craék_ will produce a runoff of about 20,000 acre feet at applicant's
proposed diversion. TFrom testimony presented and statements of protestants
the combined acreage irrigated by ell protestants is 3545 acres. If this is
a cérrect statement of the entires acreage served under prior vested rights
from this source, a normal year would supply all vested rights tith better
than 5.5 acre feet of water per acre of land provided it was possible. to
control the entire flow of the creek, from that portion of the drainage
area above applicant's proposed diversion. |
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Mr. Grunsky in his report concludes that there is a sufficient aup-
Qly of water in Long Valley Creek to serve 6,000 acres of land and at the same
time states that his figures are probable under estimates.

To what extent the flow of Long Valley Creei is controlled by diver—
sion works of proteatants was not clearly brought out at the hearing, It wms
however established by testimony that during the month of December 1929, the
cieek wasted into Honey Lake. |

From a study of all availab'lé records and the testimony presented at
the hearing it appears that the periocd during 'whichrhigh stages of flow in Long
Valley Cresk may be gxpect_ed. is from about October 15th to about Apfil 15%h
and that during the period from about April ]_.Sth to a’bout October 15th any
large flow in the creex would be unusual. In fact during t_his latter pe_riod
. . there is insufficient water flowing in the creek to meet the needs of Pro—

testants. Ia fact all the evidence before this office is to the effect that
'the areé. ¥hich has been pat under cﬂtivation and irrigation in long Valliey
. has been Iimited not by lacr: of suitable land btut solely by fhe sumner flow
of Long Valley Creck. In view of whirch this office _would. not be jus’ti_fied
iﬁ ths approval of any -gpplication asking for a diversion from thi.s source
during this portion of the year.
Applicant proposes to store 600 acre feet per annum of the flood
or surplus waters of thls creek. He testified that he had no intention of |

interfering with the flow of the creel during periods of low discharge or

to in any way interfere with any vested rights.




NCLUS IO

In view of the above statement of facts it appears that during a
norml soason thers is a rumoff from Long Valley Creek in excess of .the
naeds of the record protesta#ts, that protestants diversion works are of in-
sufficient capacity to teke wnder ceantrol all the waters of lLong Valley
Creek during stages of large dischargs and that from about October 15th to
about April 15¢th there is during a normal or near normal ssason UNADPIro-
priated -wa;ter in Long Valley Creek.

The purpose for which the épplicant proposes to use the water is |
beneficial and it is the opinion of thls office that Application €413 should
' be epproved, the period of diversion, hoWever, belng limited to the semson
from about January lst to about April 15t1ﬁ and from about October 15th fo
about December lst. | |
| OEDEB
 Application 6413 for a permit to approrriate water having been
' filed with the Divislon of Water Resources as above stated, protests having
been received, a public hearing having been held and fhei Division of Water
Re_sburces now being fully informed in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY CRDERED that said Application 6413 be approved for
an amount of water not to exceed 600 acre feet per anmum to be diverted to
storaga from aboul January lst to about April 15th and from about October
15th to about December let of each season and that a permit be granted to
the applicant subject té such of the usual terms and conditions as may be -
.approgriate.

| WITNESS my hand and the seal of the Department of Public Works

- ‘f\ﬁv%ﬂ%the State of Californla, this = ci day of J«»W 1931,

mm, State Engineer
ol Opabol,

Demuty




